The decision of the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) in Google Spain v AEPD and Mario Costeja González enshrined the "right to forget" in the jurisprudence of the European Union. The judgment caused concern to transparency and open information advocates in terms of pitting a right to forget against the general right of the public to know. This, as this paper will argue, is a false distinction. The Internet is, and has always been, a regulated space. Nor is the right to free expression, even in its American form, absolute. considered the extent of liability a company such as Google might have for information available through its search engines. The justices found that the operator of a search engine would be responsible for the processing of personal data appearing on web pages published by third parties.
artificial, though it does point out to different cultural perceptions of where privacy and information fit.
It is certainly problematic in certain common law jurisdictions, where privacy provisions are weak. Practical implications have been considered by Steven C. Bennett. "Foggy thinking" has been a charge levelled at EU regulators by American commentators. 6 Other comments, notably those from the tabloid brand of journalism, see the ruling as a delight for criminals, notably paedophiles keen to "delete their past." 7 The free speech tradition is deemed to trump matters connected with privacy, a principle asserted with an almost unqualified conviction by legal scholars and practitioners. "In the United States, we have a very strong tradition of free speech [and] freedom of expression. We would strongly caution against any interpretation of the right to be forgotten that infringes upon that."
8 Such a position may be overly negative. Any right is subject to a range of contingencies. Its total exercise suggests its own negation of purpose. In discussing the right to forget in 2012, Vice President of the European Commission, Viviane Reding, suggested that, "It is clear that the right to be forgotten cannot amount to the total erasure of history." 9 It is far from being absolute, though the decision does make it clear that any such removal cannot be made piecemeal. Any deletions should be global, argue advocates such as Johannes Caspar, head of Hamburg's data protection body in Germany, given "a global environment like the Internet". 10 Such assertions may well be as idealistic as notions of total free speech.
In September, EU regulators agreed that guidelines were appropriate to assess applications regarding the right to be forgotten. They are set to be finalised by the end of November 2014, using criteria to determine each application. In the words of Isabelle Falque-Pierottin, head of France's privacy watchdog and chairperson of the pan-European group of data-protection, "We want the toolbox to guide difficult decisions on how to balance the individual's right to privacy in the Internet age against the public interest." 11 The issues that still remain unclear are what happens when Google removes articles from search results -is the publisher to be informed about that? The issue of whether links should be removed as well from all versions of Google is also to be clarified.
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Rights to Forget: Origins
A body of authority has developed around the notion, pioneered in such writings as those of
Viktor Mayer-Schönberger, that a measure of proactive deletion can itself constitute a form of protecting liberties. 13 Central to this is the idea of forgetting, one that is deemed essential to one's existence as a human being. The condition is captured, rather strikingly, by Jorge
Luis Borges in a fictional story about Ireneo Funes, a boy who is cursed with the means of total memory. 14 By virtue of this, the present is crippled and rendered unlivable by the devouring nature of memory. "Borges suggests that forgetting -that is, forgetting ceaselessly," argues Alexksander Hemon, "is essential and necessary for thought and language and literature, for simply being a human being." 15 The terrors of having an immutable memory -one recorded by technological means -is best reflected by such messages as received by David Bartolo of the Australian vocational college system, TAFE. "Dear Mr Bartolo, would you please be kind enough to remove my profile and class related activity from your 2009 Wikispaces group… it is a negative representation of my profile as a productive student, and will reflect poorly in future academic selections." 16 Traces of one's seemingly misspent youth may find their way onto Facebook profiles and other social media sites, where employers scour for messages of credit and worth. 17 Mayer-Schönberger writes of the case of Stacy Snyder, a 25-year-old single 11 Fioretti, "Regulators agree on Google's right to refuse 'right to be forgotten' requests." 12 Fioretti, "Regulators agree on Google's right to refuse 'right to be forgotten' requests." mother who was refused a teaching certificate because she was posing in a picture available through web crawlers that suggested she was consuming alcohol. The balance between memory and recalling, and the necessity of forgetting, has shifted. The presence of digital technology has swung the pendulum the way of memory and notions of recording. "Today, with the help of widespread technology, forgetting has become the exception, and remembering the default." 19 The emergence of a dominant technosphere involving the publicising of personal details, be they socially or politically relevant, and the contest with the right to privacy, is fundamental to the discussion in this paper.
The entitlement to find information, and the limiting remit of privacy, are some of the great challenges facing lawmakers. Central to this is the idea of personal data, which has become the paramount form of currency on the Internet. 20 Processes of collection, storage and use have been facilitated in a myriad number of ways, suggesting a form of panoptical power "beyond anything Bentham ever imagined." 21 Indeed, the web itself has been deemed, in its structural makeup, a creation that not merely resists forgetting, but prevents it. 22 Given the Internet's supreme storage facility for information, and its capacity to facilitate searches of the archive, users face the prospect of being "haunted" by information. Such haunting may well be justified in some cases, despite the stress on the autonomous realm of privacy.
Pro-information freedom advocates would be mistaken to assume the right to be forgotten to be a singular European concept, one developed in a culture more resistant to expansive notions of free expression. The right to be forgotten is a response to the echo of totalitarian record keeping, an assertion against governments, and, as time has evolved, nongovernment entities. Alessandro Mantelero finds variants of the "right to be forgotten" in pre-existing European and US legal frameworks, the offspring of various conceptions of privacy. Privacy remains a part of US law, urged on by an awareness of impacts posed by modern technology. 23 Common law jurisdictions show a similar, though less sophisticated awareness, typified by a preference for such torts as breach of confidence rather than privacy per se. 24 The European basis is the droit à l'oubli, one recognised in French law and other European jurisdictions. 25 The sanctity of the individual, be it through information conveyed about the person to the world, or the person's being, is very much at the heart of these common assumptions.
Prior to the González decision, writers attempted to give the legal principle some shape. An almost modest suggestion is offered by Jef Ausloos. "As such, the right is nothing more than a way to give (back) individuals control over their personal data and make the consent regime more effective." 26 Such arguments suggest limiting such 'right to be forgotten'
requests to instances where that individual has given his or her consent in certain data processing situations.
On close inspection, it is clear that the push against the open access to material on the Internet is far from recent. In Argentina, a spate of suits coming to some two hundred have been lodged by models, actresses and athletes, many the result of the lawyer Adolfo Martín Leguizamón Peña. 27 Context has proven to be everything, with such individuals arguing that the searches revealing past images suggest an association with prostitution or pornography. 
Mario Costeja González and reactions
The González case focused heavily on the rationale of the EU directive. Legal and policy alarmists may see something significant in essentially generating a rationale for controlling the Internet. But a very specific philosophy underlines one very specific aspect of that control. One is the belief that data systems are human productions, created by humans for humans. Being such a production, human rights are inherent in the exercise. This places pressing responsibilities on those in control of the relevant machinery. In the preamble to whatever the nationality or residence of natural persons, respect their fundamental rights and freedoms notably the right to privacy, and contribute to … the well-being of individuals."
Both Google Spain and Google Inc. decided to run an argument regarding the act of processing data. The argument was that such search engines "cannot be regarded as processing the data which appear on third parties' web pages displayed in the list of search results". The information is processed without "effecting the selection between personal data and other information." González, and several governments, disagreed, arguing that the search engine was the "controller" regarding data processing. The Court accepted the argument. It importantly found that the privacy rights of the applicant overrode "not only the economic interest" of Google, "but also the interest of the general public in having access to that information upon a search relating to his name." As a measure of approval for the verdict, between June and mid-September, Google received 135,000 deletion requests referring to 470,000 links, with most coming from Britain, France and Germany.
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Applicants within the EU are entitled to seek removal for such grounds as material that is "inadequate, irrelevant or no longer relevant, or excessive in relation to the purposes for which they were processed."
34
The critics, including those charged with advising Google on how best to implement the Court ruling, have worries about the routes of accessibility. They fear that the memory bank is being tampered with, with permanent withdrawals being made from its deposits.
Information ethics theorist Luciano Floridi, one such specially charged advisor, argues that the decision spells the end of freely available information. The decision "raised the bar so high that the old rules of Internet no longer apply."
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For Floridi, the Court of Justice ruling might actually allow companies to determine the nature of what is accessible, thereby creating barriers of unacceptable control over data.
The other side of the coin, and one Google is wanting to stress, is that such a ruling is a gift to the forces of oppression. A statement from a Google spokesman noted how, " Private citizens are entitled to privacy; governments, within the EU's legal framework, are obligated to abide by the privacy and data protection laws operating within the area. The right to be forgotten tends to get mangled in these discussions, largely because the desire not to have material exposed to the general public is not the same as having material accessed, surreptitiously or otherwise, by the State. Individuals like Page and Wales are strong on the issue of countering government intrusion and uphold a private citizen's privacy in that sense; but they are less so in terms of the individual's right to assert control over information specific to the person which is then published by third parties on the Internet.
It is true that First Amendment followers -if we can term those who believe that such a rule ought to be more broadly applied to the Internet -find it baffling that the González case effectively invalidated the use of public records, at least in a fashion. In the words of Wales, "I do not know of a similar case where on the one hand a government publishes information, and on the other hand punishes people where to read it."
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It would, however, be a mistake to presume that US courts are immune from balancing principles. The legal bull of free speech is not always allowed to run unchecked in the china shop. Much of this misunderstanding goes back to a US Supreme Court ruling in 1989 which held that a paper could not be penalised lawfully for publishing truthful, legally obtained information from the public record. In the case of The Florida Star v B.J.F. 491 US 524 (1989), it was held that imposing damages on the Star for publishing the details of a victim of sexual assault in the "police reports" section of the paper, even in breach of the paper's own policy, was a violation of the First Amendment. 57 The justices were careful to qualify the scope of their decision. The clash between the First Amendment and privacy interests suggested that the Court take an approach of "limited principles", one based on "a discrete factual context". It would be a mistake to assume that truthful publication might never be punished yet be consistent with the First Amendment; nor was it appropriate to suggest "that publication of a rape victim's name never enjoys constitutional protection".
But in this case, the justices were aware that encouraging punishments of the press in such cases might result in "timidity and self-censorship".
Nor was the CJEU oblivious to the concerns expressed by such information advocates as Not all such rationales are to be dismissed. They involve conflicts over the way we use material in cyberspace. As Lee Siegel noted in 2011, they may be parents wanting to shield children from the phenomenon of cyberbullying. Publishers seek to protect content. The law of slander is used as a weapon by public figures and businesses to discredit opponents.
Privacy laws are enacted. C-13, extends surveillance and access powers for the police and grants immunity for telecommunications companies that voluntarily surrender private data to the authorities.
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Thresholds for such access have been deemed by critics to be too low, while the law itself touching on cyberbullying is said to be too vague.
Such concerns demonstrate the nature of the Internet space, which is deemed, too conveniently, to be a crude division between those who want absolute access to those who want absolute control. A parallel might be drawn about such absolutist designs of the Internet with the notion of a free, unregulated economy (or at the very least the sort that requires minimal planning). This was the central tenet of the Austrian economist Friedrich
Hayek, who stipulated the need to ensure that the power of economic choices was one made by individuals rather than governments. The best economic system that delivered the best outcomes in terms of liberty and use of choices was an unplanned one. "The economic freedom which is the prerequisite for any other freedom cannot be the freedom from economic care which the socialists promise us and which can be obtained only by relieving the individual at the same time from the necessity and of the power of choice: it must be the freedom of economy activity which, with the right choice, inevitably also carries the risk and the responsibility of that right." our time no economy has ever existed that, even in principle, was controlled by markets". 62 Hayek's assumptions of economic behaviour seem rigid and sterile by comparison. One cannot consider the economy, be it in such terms as possessing goods or assets, without considering the social relationships of the human animal. "The economic system will be run on non-economic motives." employed to push the views of their governments and crowd discussion forums with purposefully slanted commentary. 66 Internet trolls are hired to target specific individuals and parties. 67 As USA Today reported last year, the Israeli Prime Minister's office had made it clear via a statement that it was looking to hire university students keen on posting pro- 
Lessons from Ukraine Bulent Gokay 74
Rather than a struggle between democracy and authoritarianism, the ongoing conflict in/ over Ukraine is much more a typical conflict of geopolitical interests, based on the country's importance as a large agricultural and industrial region, plus its crucial position in an important gas transportation network, its proximity to the key oil resources in the Caspian basin, and its general geo-strategic location as a border country to Russia. In the aftermath of the so-called Serbian revolution, after the fall of Milosevic, the National fixing and intimidation, and in which large parts of the country were unable to take part as a consequence of the continuing chaos in war torn Afghanistan.
As should be evident, the purpose of these 'regime changes' is not to promote democracy but to secure US strategic interests. By encouraging an uncompromisingly partisan position and initiating extensive covert intelligence campaign on part of the Yushchenko camp, the US has increased the danger of a civil war or partition of the Ukraine along ethnic and religious lines -between the majority Russian-speaking Orthodox Christian east and the mainly Ukrainian-speaking Catholic west. The US seems to be narrowly committed to a very anti-Russian agenda in the region that still is suffering from a Cold War hang-over.
Eventually, this becomes a policy that demands 100% loyalty to Washington's geo-strategic vision for the region and zero-tolerance for any cooperation between former Soviet republics and Russia.
In order to achieve regime change in the Ukraine, the CIA ordered that exit polls be presented as definite even before the counting of the votes began, sent thousands of observers, recruited through the intermediary of Eastern European associations, to the country to complain about election fraud, and paid thousands of dollars to opposition members and trained them in street demonstrations. The richest revolution in the world was conceived as a spectacle for Western television, [xxii] and in the end, the US-sponsored 
ENDNOTES:
[ They justify their violence using religious language and divine entitlement. Their killings are done according to 'God's will', their public beheadings of Westerners the fault of the West.
The question of legitimacy and illegitimacy, when it comes to the use of force, is not one that has an easy answer. Everyone claims to be justified in using their forces and weapons and all sides kill civilians. States and non-states. Iraq, the US, the UK, the IS, Al Qaeda, the Mahdi Army and many others over the years. The principle of universality is never entertained, as each side believes it and only it is justified in its actions, it and only it has been provoked to act in this way, it and only it has the right to strike, to kill, to defend, or to change the status quo. To apply the same logic to the other side is inconceivable.
In the midst of all the legitimations, the justifications and divine referrences, the innocents are blown up and gunned down every day. Mortared, shot, beheaded. Young, old, infant, male and female. Over 13,000 since the start of this year. When looking for those barbarians, we may want to remember that we are all capable of barbarism, the legal and the civilised included.
Every day the reports from Iraq come in: This functional and externally determined approach to state-building involved the adoption of a series of pragmatic-tactical measures that ensured the reproduction, even intensification, of personalised forms of authority and communitarian social relations and identities. Consequently, the development of social foundations for the rise of a modern sovereign state based on the upward concentration of the citizens' primary political loyalty in the nation was pre-empted. As a result, the formalbureaucratic organs of the modern state were in effect superimposed upon a colonially inflected tributary social formation in a classic case of the wider process of uneven and combined development.
The dynamic contradictions of this internationally constituted sociological amalgamation have underlain and animated the overall patterns of socio-political developments of Iraq and Syria ever since.
Britain's 'indirect rule' in Iraq, for example, involved the dramatic empowerment of tribal sheikhs, landed classes, and rural notables whose expanded authority and influence elicited the reinforcement of communitarian bonds and ethno-religious identity of their constituents.
At the same time, various organs of the modern state were also built to secure and maximize British interests and influence and minimize its costs. Thus, the most powerful institution of the new state, the army, was staffed with the predominantly Sunni Ottoman-era officers and new recruits from the Sunni Arabs so that the army was strong enough to maintain internal security and order and weak enough to 
Conclusion
Is this the Kurds' golden moment or are they going to get stitched up again?
It is possible to argue both. It is certainly a golden moment for the PYD strain of the Kurdish movement in Syria with the establishment of Rojava and the heroic defence of Kobane. It is less of a golden moment for the non-PYD factions of the Kurdish movement.
Whatever the outcome in Kobane, the future of Rojava is highly uncertain, given the deep instability of its existence, the extremely hostile environment it sits within and the massive challenges of war, displacement, poverty, resources and government. In terms of being Turkey's economic growth has been extraordinary during the last 10 years by historic standards. As Europe's, and US's, economy contracted Turkey's economy has expanded to nearby markets. So, it was this increased economic strength which made a more active and dynamic foreign policy possible. The significant trade and investment linkages characterised Turkey's foreign relations with all neighbouring countries, which enabled Turkey to deploy its soft power resources much more effectively.
Therefore, it should be recalled that the course of Turkish foreign policy followed the growth of Turkey's economy and its increasing role and space in the world economic map. 
